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11203 Woodlawn Blvd , Upper Marlboro, MD 2074

William Dove

November 1, 2005 5:29 PM

Senator Paul Sarbanes

U.S. Senate

309 Hart Senate Office Building
Woashington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Sarbanes:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system fo a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount jnto the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume fo low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to ‘hearing about your position on'this matter.

i T N ot

Sincerely,
William Dove

cc:
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

CAROL CLAWSON FCGC- MAILROOM |
7 OAK STREET , HOMER CITY, PA 15748-0007

November 2, 2005 8:04 AM

Senator Arlen Specter

11.8. Scnate

711 Hart Senatc Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Specter:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, icluding me, my friends,
{amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currenily collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that sysiem to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their imited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up (o date information on their website, including links to FCC information,  While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these [ees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC gocs to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on his matter.

Sincerely,

CAROL CLAWSON

oc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Emery Peard
po box 144, Pana, 1N 47547

Hovember 2, 2005 1:08 @M

degnator Evan Paygh

U.5. 3enatg

463 Russell Sgnate Officg Buitding
Washington, §C 205100001

Subjget: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal &grvieg CC Poaket 96-45

Pear Sgnator Bagh:

[ have serious conegrns regarding the Pederal Communications Commissions' (FCQ) posilion lo change thg Universal
dgrvicg Fund ([USF) ecllgetion method to & monthly flat fege. Many of your eonstilugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCC.

g you know, USF is currgntly collgeted on a revenug basiz, Peopleg who usg more pay morg into the systgm. If the
FOC changges that sgstem 10 & flat fge, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distancg, pays thg same amount into the fund as someong who uses zero minules of long dislancg & month,
Constitugnts who use their limited resouregs wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

d flat fee tax could causg many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, senjor eitizgns
and low-income residegntial and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bills. ®hifting thg funding burdgn of the UsF from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg a highly deirimental ¢ffzet on small busingsses all across fimeriea.

The Regp UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am & mgmber, kggps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newsletiers
and up to datg information on their wgbsite, including links to FCC information. Whilg [ am awarg that federal law dogs
not rgquirg companigs to recover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reslity is that they do. fs a
consumgr 1 would like gnsure | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my serviee will cost morg. fnd
according to the Coalition's rgeent mgetings with top TCC officials, the FCC has plans to changg 1o a flat feg system
s$oon and without legislation.

[ will eontinag 10 monitor developments on the issug and econtinug to spread the word to my community. 1 request you
pass along my conegrns to thg FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tex could disproporticnately affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinued work and | iock forward to hearing about gour position on this matter.

dinegrgly,

Emery Beard

e
The Federal Communications Commission
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Roger Christensen
4122 Huntington Ave. , Janesville, WI 53546

November 2, 2005 7:37 AM

Senator Herb Kohi

11.5. Senaie

330 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kohi:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF} collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limiled resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume Lo low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 10 a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more, And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word 1o my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Roger Christensen

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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James Maslin FCC - MAILROOM
391 Blackbird Station Rd , Townsend, DE 19734

November 2, 2005 6:40 AM

Senator Joseph Biden

[1.8. Senate

201 Russell Senate Office Building
Washingten, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Biden:

I have serious concens regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on simall businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newslelters and up 1o date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this maiter.

Sincerely,

James Maslin

CCi
The Federal Communications Commission
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Gerald Palk

929 N, Walnut , Colvillg, W 991i4-3159
Hovember 2, 2005 3:53 19M

Sgnalor Maria Cantwell

1.8, Senalg

717 Hart $enate Office Building
Washington, ®C 20510-0001

dSubjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal $grvieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Senator Cantwell:

[ have sgrious coneerns regarding the Pedgral Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 1o change the Universal
dervieg Fund (UST) eollgetion method 1o & monthly flat feg. Meny of gour constitugnts, including me, my friends, family
and ngighbors, will be nggatively impacted by the unfair changg proposed by the FCC.

18 you know, UsF is currently eollgeted on & revenug basis. People whe usg merg pay more into the system. [f the
FCC cheanges that system to & flat feg, that means that somgong who uses ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distaneg, pags the samg amount info the fund as somgong who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

11 {lat fee 1ax eould eause many low-volumg long distaneg users, like sludents, prepaid wirglgss users, senicr citizgns
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, 1o give up their phongs dug to unaffordablz monthly inergases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volumg 1o low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimegntal gffect on small busingsses all across Americs.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & member, keeps me informed aboat the UST issug with monthly newslettgrs
and up to date information on their website, ineluding finks to FCC information. While | am aware that federal law dogs
not require companigs to recover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer [ would like gnsurg [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 10 a numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will eost more. dnd
aceording 1o the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC offieials, the FOC has plans to change (o a flat fee system
soon and without Iggislation.

I will eontirug to menilor devglopments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my eommunity. 1 request gou
pass along my coneerns to ihe FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flal fee tax eould disproporticnately affect
thosg in gour eonstilugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and 1 lock forward to hgaring about your position on this matigr.

Sincerely,

Gerald Palk

ce: _ .
The Federal Communications Commission
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Paula Cook ECC 'MQ" _B_QQM

26 Abbott Street , Nashua, NH 03064-2130

November 2, 2005 7:31 AM

Senator Judd Gregg

L1.8. Senate

393 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subyject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Tniversal Service CC Daocket 96-45

Dear Senator Gregg:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, incliding me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so,

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-mncome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletlers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asaconsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor develepments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
aflect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I iook forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sicerely,

Paula Cook

CCl
The Federal Communications Commisston
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MICHHEL CABRAL _E—g : - MAILROOM

103 GRYNT 8T, , HEW BEDFORD, M 02740

Hovember 2, 2005 5:27 1M

S¢nator €dward Kgnnedy

5. 3enate

315 Russell Senale Office Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-diate Joint Board on Universal $ervieg GC Dockel 96-453

Pear dgnator Kennedy:

| have sgricus coneerns regarding thg Pederal Communications Commissgions' (FCC) position to echangg the Universal
Servieg Fund {USF) eollgetion method to a monthly flat jee. Many of your ecnslitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbore, will be neggatively impacted by the unfair ¢hange proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currgntly collgeted on & revegnug basis. People who usg morg pay more into the system.  1f the
FCC changes that system to a flal fee, that means that gomeone whe usgs ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distaneg, pays the samg amount into the fund as someong who usegs zgro minates of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could eausg many low-volumg long distanee users, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-inecome residgntial and rural consumers, to give up their phongs due to unaffordable monthly inergasegs on
their bills. 3hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental gffect on small busingssgs atl across fmerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am & member, kegps me informed about the U$F issug with monthly ngwslelters
and up to datg information on their website, including links 1o FCC information.  While 1 am aware that federal law dogs
not requirg eompanies 1O reecver, or "pass along” these fees to their eustomers, the reality s that theg do. s a
consumer | would like gnsurg 1 am charged fairiy. If the FCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my serviee will cost more, fnd
according 1o the Coslition's reeent meglings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 1o changg to a flat fee sysiem
goon and without Iggislation.

I will eontinag to moniter develepments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my eommuanity. | request gou
pass along my eonegrng to the FCC on my behalf, letiing them know how & flat fee tax eould disproportionately affzet
thosg in gour eonstitugney.

Thank gou for gour continued work and I look forward 1o hearing about your position on this matter.

dinegrely,

MICHAE L CABRAL

ee:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Kim Hamriek

§932 Jay Prive , Irvington, Als 36544

November 2, 2005 532 {IM

Representativg Jo Bonngr

1.9, House of Representatives
315 Cannon House Offieg Building
Washington, PC 20515-0001

dubiget: Re: Federal-dlalg Joint Board on Universal $ervieg GO Pockel 96-45

Dear Representative Bonnegr:

I have sgrious conegrns regarding the Pederal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 1o changge the Universal
Servieg Fund ({UST) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of gour eonstituents, including me., my friends, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

I8 you know, {8 is eurrgntly eollgeted on & revenue basis. Pecple who use more pay morg into the system. [ the
T'CC changes that systgm 1o & flat feg, thal means that someong who uses ong thousand minutgs & menth of long
distancg, pays the same amount into the fund as somgong who uses zgro minuigs of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited rgsouregs wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

T flat fee tax could eause many low-volume long distance usgrs, likg studgnts, prepaid wirelgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordablg monthly inergases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volumg to low-volume users is radiesl and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg & highly detrimental effect on small busingsses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am & member, kegps me informed about the UST issue with monthly newslgtters
and up 1o dale information on their website, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg 1 am aware that federal law dogs
not requirg eompanigs 10 recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customere, the reality is that they do. ds a
consumer | would like gnsurg | am charged fairly. [f the FOC goes to a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost morg. fAnd
aceording to the Coalition's recgnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat feg systgm
socn and without legislation.

I'will continug 10 monitor dgvelopments on the issue and continag to spread the word to my community. [ request you
pass aleng my ecnegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affget
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for your econtinugd work and 1 look forward 1o hearing about your position on this matter.

aineerely,

Rim Hamriek

(e
Thg Federal Communications Commission
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Kenneth Taxlor
242 Willow Avenue , Wayne, PA 15087

November 1, 2005 5:41 PM

Senator Arlen Specter

U.S. Senate

711 Hart Senate Office Building
Woashington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Specter:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC} position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly fiat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month, Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doeing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses alt across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Caalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community, T
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
dispropertionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to Hear-ing abaut your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Kenneth Taylor . : . R T -
cc:

The Federal Communications Commission

e
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Sandi Peterson
229 N 10th &t , Black River Falls, Wl 54615

Hovember 2, 2005 12:30 9M

Senator Herb Kohl

U.8. denatg

330 Hart $enate Office Building
Washinglon, PC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-dtatg Joint Board on Universal $ervieg CC Pocke! 96-45

Pear dgnator Roht:

I'have sgrious eonegrns regarding the Pederal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 1o changg the Universal
Servieg Fund ([USF) eollgetion method 1o & monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be nggativety impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is eurrgntly eoligeted on & revenug basis. People who use morg pay morg into the system. [fthe
FCC changes (hat system to & flat fee, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minuigs a month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into the fund as someong who usgs zero minutgs of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisglg shouid not bg pgnalized for doing so.

1 {lat fee lax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirgless usgrs, senior cilizens
and low-inecome residgntial and rural consumers, to give up their phones dug to unaffordable monthly inergasgs on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and urneegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimgntal gffzet on small busingssgs all across dmerics.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newsletters
and up to daig informaticn on their website, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am aware that federal law dogs
nol require eompanigs to rgaover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer [ would like ensurg [ am charged fairiy. if the CC goes 10 & numbers texed, my sgrvieg will cost more. fnd
according o the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officisls, the FCC has plans to change 10 a flat feg system
soon and without Iggislation.

[will continug to monitor deveiopments on the issug and conlinug to spread the word 10 my community. [ request you
pass along my eonegrns to the FOC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat feg tax eould disproportionately affeet
thosg in gour econstitugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd werk snd [ look forward to hearing about your position on this mattgr.

dinegrely,

dandi Peterson

ee:
The Pederal Communications Commission
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Kathie Shumate
328 N. 5th Ave. , Sheldon, IA 51201

November 1, 2005 5:31 PM

Senator Tom Harkin

U.S. Senate

731 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Harkin:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If

| the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior

citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links fo FCC information. While T am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the

reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behaif, ietting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproporticnately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kathie Shumate : : . .

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission




< CEIED & NSPECTED
IAN g g 2006

Ina Hickens i ;CC - MA\LROOM

8633 Boyt Rd. , Zephyrhills, Fls 33540

Hovegmber 2, 2008 344 ik

Representative Ginng Brown-Waitg
.8. House of Representatives

414 Cannon Housg Offieg Puilding
Washington, BC 20515-0001

dubjeet: Re; Federal-8tatg Joint Board on Univgrsal $ervieg CC Pockel 96-45

Dear Representative Brown-Waite:

| have sgrious coneerns regarding the Pederal Communicalions Commissions' (FUC) position 1o changg the Universal
derviee Fund (UST) eollgetion method 10 a monthly flat fee. Meny of your eonstituents, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg nggatively impacled by thg unfair change proposed by the FCC.

I8 you know, UST is carrently eolleeted on & revenug basis. People who use more pag morg into the syslem. 1 the
FCC ehengges that system to a fiat fee, that means thal somgzong whe usgs ong thousand minates a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limitgd resourees wisgly should not bg penalized for doing s0.

11 flat fee tax eould causg many low-volumg long distancee users, likg students, prepaid wirgless usgrs, sgnior eitizens
and low-ineome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg menthly inergasgs on
their bills. 8hifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume o low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimgntal effeet on small busingsses all across fmgrice.

The Kegp UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am & member, keeps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newslgtlers
and yp 1o date informaticn on their websitg, including tinks to FOC information. Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not rgquire eompanigs 1o reeover, or "pass along” theee fees to their customers, the rgality is that theg do. s a
consumgr [ would likg gnsurg [ am charged fairly. If the FOC gogs 10 a numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will eost more. fInd
aceording to the Coalition's reegnt meetings with 1op FCC officials, the FCC has plans to ehange to a flat fee system
scon and without lggislation.

[ will continug to menitor developments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my eommanity. 1 requgst gou
pass along my coneerns 10 the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately affget
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinugd work and | look forward to hearing about gour posilion on this matier.

sinegrely,

Ina Nickens

ee: , o
The Federal Communications Commission




Ponald Kelier
9202 Metro 8t HW , Mingrva, OH 44657

Hovember 2, 2005 1:40 1AM

Representative Bob Hey

U.8. Housg of Representatives

2438 Raygburn House Officg Building
Wasghington, BC 205i5-0001

dubjeet: Re: Federal-statg Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocke! 96-45

Pear Representative Ney:

[ have sgrious conegrns regarding thg Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position 1o changge the Universal
Servieg Fund (USF) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of gour constituents, including mg, my friends, family
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impacted by thg unfair change proposgd by the FCC.

I8 you know, USF is currgntly eollgeted on a revenug basis, Pecple who use morg pay morg into the sgsigm. |If the
FCC changes that sysigm 1o a flat fee, that means tha! somgone who uszs ong thousand minutes & manlh of long
distance, pays theg same amount into the fund as somgong who usegs zgre minuigs of long distanceg a month,
Conslitugnts who use their limited resourees wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

A flal feg tar eould eause many low-volume long distaneg users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior cilizgns
and low-incomg rgsidential and raral eonsumers, to give up their phones dug to unaffordable monthly inereases on
their bills. &hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimenial gffgct on small busingsses all serogs {imerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, Regps me informed aboul the USF issug with monthly newsigtters
and up io dale information cn their website, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that fedgral law dogs
not requirg companies 10 rgeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
eonsumer | would likg ensurg | am charged fairly. If the PCC gogs to 8 numbers texed, my sgrviee will eost more. find
according 10 the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to chande 10 a flat feg sustem
soon and without Iggislation.

L will continug {6 monitor developments on the issug and ecntinug to spread the word to my community. [ request you
pess aleng my ecnegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat feg tex eould disproportionately affeet
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sinegrely,

Ponald Reller

ee:
Thg Pederal Communieations Commissicn




Lonnie Atieberry
5701 N Terrace Ct #3 , Peoria Heights, IL 61616

November 2, 2005 7:19 AM

Senator Dick Durbin

U.S. Senate

332 Dirksen Senate Office Building
‘Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Durbin:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection methoed to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my fiiends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constitucnts who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat [ee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bilis. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to Jow-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletlers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does nol require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I 'will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lonnie Attebé:nj/

cel
The Federal Communications Commission




RECEIVED & WSPEGTED

JAN 9, ¢ ZOUE

Joe Crider \ A“_ROOM

231 MOnmouth Ave. S., Monmouth, OR 97361-2109

November 1, 2005 5:44 PM

Senator Gorden Smith

U.S. Senate

404 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Smith:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position fo change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zerc minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. T
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward to hearing about )}Our‘ position on this matter.
Sincerely, : Ny o o
Joe Crider . . S

cc:
The Federal Communications, Commission e e

B e
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FCC - MAILROOM

Trish Peters
8912 €. Oak &t., ?rankfort, IH 46041

Hovember 2, 2005 .44 4AM

dgnator Evan Bayh

L&, 3gnate

463 Russell Senate Offiee Building
Washinglon, ®C 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-Stale Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Sgnator Pagh:

I havg serious eoncerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
dervieg Fund (UsT) collgetion method to & monthlg flat fee. Many of your eonstitugnts, inciuding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you Rnow, UST is eurrgntly eollgeted on a revenug basis. People who use morg pay morg inlo thg system.  [f the
FCC changes that system to a flat feg, that megans that somegong who usgs ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distancg, pags the samg amount into the fund as somgong who uses zere minutes of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourees wisely should nol be penalized for doing o,

1 flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance usere, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, senior cilizgns
and low-inecome residential and rural consumers, o givg up their phones dug to unaffordablg monthly inergasgs on
their bills. hifting the funding burdenr of thg UST from high volumg (o low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental ¢ffect on small busingsses al! across Imerica.

The Reep UST Pair Coalition, of which | am & megmber, keeps me informgd about the USF issue with monthly ngwslgtters
and up to dalg information on their website, ineluding links 1o FCC information. While 1 am awarg that fedgral 1aw dogs
not requirg companigs 10 reeover, or "pass along” thesg fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goge to a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost more. nd
aceording to thg Coalition's recgnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to ehangg to a flat feg system
soon and without tegislation. |

I will eontindg to monitor dgvelopments on the issug and eontinug 10 spread the word 1o my eommunity. | request gyou
pasé along my eonegrns to thg FCC on my behalf, letting them Know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affeet
those¢ in gour constitugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and 1 look forward 1o hearing about goar pesition on this malter.

dineegrely,

Trish Pelers

;g )
The Federal Commanications Commission




532-C Hubbardston Road , Princeton, MA 01541-1912

FCC - MAIL
November 2, 2005 7:50 AM

Senator John Kerry

U.S. Senate

304 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kerry:

I'have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [fthe
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable tnonthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees (o their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your consiituency.

‘Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about vour position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nancy Lomas

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission




Cyndi Pruee

217 Briarfield Ct. , Ormond Beh., Fls 32174

Movember 2, 2005 1:38 1M

denator Mgl Martingz

United $lates Senale

317 Hlart Senate Office Building
Washington, C 20510-0001

dubjget: Re: Fedgral-state Joint Board on Universal $grvicg O Pocket 96-45

Pear dgnalor Martingz:

I have sgrious eonegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to echansgg the Universal
derviee Fund (USF) eollgetion method 1o & monthly flat fee. Meany of your constitugnls, including me, my friends, family
and ngighbors, witl bg negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

s you know, USF is currently eoligeted on a revenug basia, People who usg morg pay more into the sgstem.  [f the
FCC changes that sysigm 1o & flat fee, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minatgs s month of long
distence, pays the samg amount into the fund as someong who uses zgro minuies of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limitgd rgsouregs wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

 flat feg 1ax could enusg many low-volumg long distaneg users, ke students, prepaid wirglgss users, senior citizens
and low-ineome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phengs dag to unaffordable menthly inergases on
ihgir bills. $hifting the funding burden of the USF from high volumg 1o tow-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental ¢ffect on small busingsses all across fmerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am & member, kegps me informgd about the UST issug with monthly ngwsietters
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC information.  Whilg | am awarg that federal 1aw dogs
not requirg eompanigs 1o reeover, or "pass along" these fegs 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer 1 would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the PCC gogs to a numbers taged, my serviee will ecst mere. dnd
aceording to the Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee sgstem
scon and without lggislation.

1 will eontinug to monitor dgvelopments on the issug and continug t¢ spread the word 1o my community. 1 request you
pass along my eonegrns to the FOC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat feg 1ax could disproporticnately affect
thosg in your constitugneqy.

Thank you for your continued work and [ lock forward to hearing about goar position on this matter.

Sincegrely,

Cyndi Bruee

ee:
The Federal Communications Commission




Parbara Poglman
2478 Parkvigw 8t SW , Wyoming, Ml 49519-4535

Hovember 2, 2005 4:05 M

denator Pebbie dtabenow

U.5. denatg

133 tlart d¢nate Officg Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

dubjget: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Sgrvieg GO Pocket 96-45

Prar Senator Stabgnow:

I have sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Commanications Commissions' (PCC) pesition to ehange thg Universal
dervieg Fund (USF) eolleetion method 1o a monthly flat fee. Meany of your constitugnts, including me, my [rignds, [amily
and ngighbors, will be nggatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

Tl& you Know, UST is eurrently eollgeted on a revenug basis. People who usg more pay morg into the system. [f the
F'CC ehanges that system to & flat feg, that megans that someong who usgs ong thousand minules a month of long
dislaneg, pays the samg amount into thg fund as scmeong who usgs zgro minutes of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourees wisgly should not be penalized for doing 0.

1 flat fee lax eould eause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, senior citizens
and low-incomg residgntial and rural consumers, to give up their phengs dug to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume 1o iow-volume users is radieal and unngeessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffeet on small busingsses all across fmerica.

The Kegp USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am & member, Reeps me informed about the USF igsag with monthly newslelters
and up 1o date informaticn on their website, ineluding links to FCC information.  Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
rot rgquire companies to rgeover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. fs a
consumgr [ would like gnsurg | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs 10 8 numbers taxed, mg servieg will cost more. fnd
according to the Coalition's reeent megtings with top FCC officials, the FOC has plans to change to a flat fee system
scon and without Iggislation.

1 will eontinug to monitor dgvelopments on ihg issae and eontinug to spread the word to my community. | request you
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my behalf, lgtting them know how a flat fee fax could disproportionately affect
those in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour continued work and | look forward to hgaring about gour position on this matigr.

Sinegrely,

Barbara Poglman

[N
The Federal Communications Commission
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.

russ patigrson

po box 927, wolfforth, TX 79382

Hovegmber 2, 2005 3:09 1M

denator John Corngn

U.8. $enate

317 Hart Sgnate Offiee Puilding
Washington, C 20310-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-dtate Joint Board on Universal Servieg OC Pockel 96-45

Pear d¢gnator Cornygn:

I havg sgricus conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to changg the Universal
dervieg Fund (UST) coligetion method to & monthig flat fee. Many of gour eonstitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will b nggatively impaeted by the unfair ehange propesed by the FCC.

fs you know, UST" is currgntly eollected on a revenug basis. People who use morg pay morg into the system. If thg
FCC changes that system 10 a flat fee, that means that somgone who uses ong thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays thg samg amount inlo the fund as someone who uses z¢ro minuies of long distaneg & month.
Conslitugnts who use their limited resouregs wisely should not b penalized for doing so.

T flal feg tax could eause many low-volume long distanee usgrs, Hike studgnts, prepaid wirgigss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-inecome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones dug to unaffordablz monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radieal and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffect on small bugingsses all across 1Imerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newsletters
and up 1o datg information on their website, ineluding links to PCC information. Whilg | am awarg that fedgral law dogs
not regquirg eompanies 1o reecover, or "pass along' thgse fegs to their cuslomers, the reality is that they do. fs a
consumer | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the POC gogs to a numbers taxed, my serviee will cost morg. find
aceording to the Coalition's recegn! meetings with top FCC cfficials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat feg system
soon and without lggislation.

[ will eontinug to moniter dgvelopments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my community. [ request gou
pass alcng my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat feg tex eould disproportionately affect
those in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and 1 look forward {o hearing abeut your position on this mater.

dinegrely,

russ patigrson

[CIeH .
The Pederal Commuanications Commission




RECEIVED & INSPECTE.
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Bruce Yeagle EGG lla" B‘ u IM
514 Follett Run Rd. , Warren, PA 16365

1.

November 2, 2005 7:18 AM

Representative John Peterson
U.S. Housce of Representatives
123 Cannon House Office Bldg,
Washington, DC 205150001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Decar Representative Peterson:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USE) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
lamily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly-detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fec system soon and without legislation.

I'will continue 1o monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
aflect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing abeut your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bruce Yeagle

e ] . ‘ .
The Federal Communications Commission .




Patricia Lucier

2 Bowman Lanc , Nashua, NH 03062-3104

November 2, 2005 8:34 AM

Representative Charles Bass

11.5. Housc of Representatives
2421 Rayburn House Oflice Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Bass:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USP) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitucnts, including me, my frends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so,

A lat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detnimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date imformation on their website, including hinks to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

"Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your positicn on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patnicia Lucier

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Ruth flalverson
19 PIER POINTE , Hew Bern, HC 28562-8856

Hovegmber 2, 2005  1:32 M

Represenlative Walter Jongs

U.&, House of Representatives

422 Cannen House Office Building
Washington, ©C 20515-0001

dubjeet: Re: Federal-dtale Joint Board on Universal Sgrviee CC Docket 96-45

Pear Representative Jones:

| have sgrious coneerns regarding the Federal Communiceations Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Servieg Fund ({USF) collgetion method to a monthly flat feg. Many of gour constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCT,

18 you know, USF is currgntly collgeted on a revenug basis. People who use morg pay morg into the system. If the
FCC changes that sgstem 10 a flat fee, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minutes & month of long
distanee. pays the same amount into the fund as somgong who uses zgro minulgs of long distancg & month.
Conslitugnts who usg their limitgd resourees wisgly should not bg penalized for doing go.

T flat fee tax eould cause many low-volume long distancg users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-income residential and raral consumers, 10 give ap their phongs dug 1o unaffordablg monthly inergases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burdgn of the USF from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
additicn, it would have a highly deirimental gffzet on small busingsses all across fmerica.

The Kegp UST Pair Coalition, of which | am a megmber, kegps me informed about the UST issug with monthly ngwsletiers
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC information.  Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not rgquirg companies to recover, or "pass along” these fegs to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
eonsumgr | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the PCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my sgrvicg wilt eost merg. fnd
according to the Coslition's reeent megtings with lop FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fze systgm
soon and withoat legislation.

[ will continug te monitor developmenis on the issue and eontinug to spread thg word 1o my ¢ommuniiyg. | rgguest gou
pass along my ecnegrns to thg FCC on my behalf, letting them know how & flat feg tax eould disproportionately affect
those in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinugd work and I ook forward 1o hearing about gour position on this matter.

Sineerely,

Ruth Halverson

ce:
The Federal Communicalions Commission
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1333 151h street , port huron, Ml 48060
Hovegmber 2, 20053 5:07 M

Representative Candieg Miller
U.3. House of Representalives
228 Cannon Housg Office Building
Washington, §C 20515-0001

dSubjget: Re: Federal-dlate Joint Board on Universal Sgrvieg CC Dockel 96-45

Pgar Representative Miller:

| have sgrious eonegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to changg the Universal
derviee Fund (USF) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impacled by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, USTF is eurrgntly eollgcted on a revenue basis. People who use morg payg morg into the system. If the
FCC changes that systgm 1o a flat fee, that mgans that somgone who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as somgong who uses zero minutes of long disiance a menth.
Constitugnls who use their limited resouregs wWisely should nol be penalized for doing so.

A [lat fee tar could eause many low-volume long distancg users, like students, prepsid wirelgss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs due to unaffordablg monthly inereases on
their bitls. $hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimentat gffect on small busingssgs all across Imerica.

The Reep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a membgr, kegps me informed about thg UST issug with monthly ngwsletiers
and up to date information on their website, including iinks to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that federal 1aw dogs
not require companies to reecover, or "pass along” thesg fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. fs a
consumer [ would likg gnsurg [ am charged fairly, If the PCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my sgrvice will cost more. ind
according fo the Coslition's rgegnt meetings with 1op FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee systgm
soon and without leggislation.

[ will continug to menitor devglopments on the {ssug and eontinug to spread the word to my eommunity. | request you
pass along my coneerns to the FOC on my behalf, letting them know how & flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thark you for gour eontinued work and | look forward to hegaring aboat your position on this matier.

dineerely,

james booth

e
The Federal Communieations Commission




